Military Aid Bombshell 
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In re iJtfmitfg' limited, “non-lethal” military aid 
to India and Pakistan, the United States is reported 
to have shifted from grants to sales on credit. 


This is an important departure reflecting an aware- 
ness of the grave dangers inherent in arming 
two rivals who have only recently waged a bitter 
war. Regrettably, however, Washington is con- 
tinuing to treat India and Pakistan on a par in 
its military aid policies. No distinction has yet 
been drawn between India, facing a clear and 
present Chinese military challenge, and Pakistan, 
which is now committed to a policy of “normal- 
izing” its relations with Peking as part of its own 
variant of neutralism. 

Backing up earlier statements by his Foreign 
Minister, Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto, President Ayub Khan 
said in his monthly radio broadcast on Tuesday 
that while Pakistan “attaches due importance to 
her relations with the United States ... it has 
been our belief from the beginning that there 
is no danger to the subcontinent from China pro- 
vided no uncalled-for provocation is aimed against 
that country.” 

Pakistan clearly deserves large-scale U.S. eco- 
nomic aid on a long-term basis notwithstanding 
its China policy. Rawalpindi has made plain its 
desire to maintain friendly ties with the United 
States and has achieved striking results with U.S. 
aid funds. The sole surviving rationale for military 
assistance, however, is that Ayub has built up a 
U.S.-supplied military establishment during the past 
decade, and that it would be self-defeating to per- 
mit this equipment to rust. As a practical matter, 


the United States should sell spare parts and am- 
munition on workable terms so that Pakistan can 
use its remaining U.S. equipment until it wears 
out; but Washington should make quite clear that 
it regards the U.S.-Pakistan alliance of 1954, with 
its broad range of commitments, as a dead letter. 
Pakistan now regards India as its only security 
threat and cannot, therefore, expect the Penta- 
gon to maintain force levels agreed upon when 
anti-Communist assumptions were shared. 

The situation confronting the United States in 
India is fundamentally different. There, Indian 
military strength is a direct factor in U.S. efforts 
to deter Chinese expansionism. Because there is 
reason to fear that Indian military power might 
once again be turned toward Pakistan someday, 
Washington should go very slow in adding to the 
limited range of aid items so far contemplated. 
But the United States should keep open the option 
of expanding this program in future years in ac- 
cordance with Chinese moves and Soviet military 
aid initiatives in New Delhi. 

One of the many disquieting aspects of the 
military aid decision is its timing and the possible 
impact this may have on Moscow. By all accounts, 
the Soviet Union has made no fresh mili tary aid 
commitments of significance in New Delhi since 
the war. It is to be hoped that U.S. action at 
this juncture will not once again start up a cycle 
of military aid competition. Another factor which 
casts doubt on the wisdom of the Administration’s 
timing has been pointed out in this newspaper 
by Warren Unna in a dispatch from Rawalpindi. 
Tempers are certain to be inflamed throughout 
India if it appears that Washington is preparing 
to rebuild Pakistan’s military capabilities, and this, 
in turn, will cast an enormous cloud over Mrs. 
Gandhi’s imminent visit to Washington. 



